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TUSCALOOSA COUNTY

714/ GREENSBORO AVENUE
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o
Gt d

Ms Donna Searcy
Secretary, FCC

1919 M Street NW
Washington. DC 20554

RE: FCC Docket 92-235 fFrequency Re-Farming
Dear Ms Searcy:

I, as The Sheriff of Tuscaloosa County am greatly concerned with the
impact that will result from implementation of FCC Docket 92-235 dealing
with Frequency Re-farming and eliminating the existing Part 20 Rules and
Regulations. The realities imposed by these rule changes may provide
gspectrum efficiency in the VHF and UHF desianated frequencies, but this
will come at the expense of those agencies involved with serving Alabama’s
citizens in life-threatening and loss of property situations .

Who will benefit by these proposed rule changes? 1 believe the
beneficiaries will be the private sector including RCC's {(new and 0ld).
radio equipment manufacturers. local radio maintenance shops, radio
freguency coordination arganizations. and possibly the FCC through
increased filing fees and licensing costs. 1., as well as other Law
Enforcement Administrators believe that many of Alabama’s Public Safety

communications restructuring in the foreseeable future. My thinking is
based upon the following considerations appropriate to Alabama’s radic
communication history., geography. population, political divisions, and our
financial predicament.

in a number of respects this re-farming proposal is similar to the FCC's
implementation of rnarrow band that occurred in the 1950°s. Alabama’s
Historical solution to the narrow pand implementation problem was
partially resolved with the infusion of LEFA funds in the 7Q's. In
reality, it only pushed a limited number of Alabama’s qualified Public
Safety and Special Emergency dgencies intc VHF or UHF. Available dellars,
again, was the limiting factor. It did not solve ouwr Public Safety and
Special Emergency ~adio communications problems. Instead it provided the
basis for the existing problems resulting from Alabama’s Public Safety and
Special Emeragency Agencies’ communications being spread througn four
frequency spectrum’s instead of one.

Yeg, I would prefer goirg to 800 Mhz Trunked Radio, but the Sheriff's
Department does not have the funding base to accomplish this in the
foreseeable future.



Alabama State government has experienced a form of fiscal proration for
six (6) of the last ten (10) years. Our legislature has been unable to
pass tax reform measures for education or anything else. Many local
govermments have passed increased sales taxes in their attempts to
continue to provide the same level of services to their communities. From
my point of view, the financial well is dry. Forced or coerced changes in
national radio communication rules and regulations will neither increase
~ emergency response communications in these times of recession, state
proration, nor help alleviate our runaway national debt. I believe that
these proposed changes will probably lessen our ability to serve our
citizens.

The FCC proposal will destroy existing abilities and will incur additional
expense in maintaining the same levels of citizen services, and it may be
detrimental to increasing the current ability to effectively or
economically respond to citizens' life threatening. casualty., or property
needs.

The FCC proposal does provide for spectrum efficiency without addressing
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just trying to get a usable communications system. There are instances
where most of these agencies will not be able to afford the proposed
modification at a $100.00 per mobile and portable, or the $1,000 dollar
cost associated with base stations and repeaters. The concept of frequency
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